
Minutes of the IHRA Steering Committee
November 7, 1997

U.S. Mission
11 Rte de Pregny

1292 Chambesy Geneva

Attendees:
Australia Keith Seyer
Belgium (DG III) Herbert Henssler
Canada Ian Noy
France Jean-Pierre Medevielle
Germany/EEVC Bernd Friedel
Hungry Sando Szabo
Italy Claudio Lomonaco
Japan Kazuyoshi Matsumoto

Yoshyuki Mizuno
Netherlands Gerard Meekel
Poland Wojciech Przybylski
Sweden Kare Rumar
United Kingdom Keith Rodgers
United States Ray Owings

Joseph Kanianthra
Linda O’Connor

Agenda Items:
Review of Last Minutes
Industry Representation
Working Group Status Reports by Lead Countries
16th ESV Conference
Next Meeting

Welcome:
Dr. Raymond P. Owings, Associate Administrator, Research and Development, United States

called the meeting to order.  Dr. Owings, gave a brief recap of the objectives of IHRA and reconfirmed
the United States’ commitment to the program.  He outlined the objectives of the November 7 meeting
-- review and approve the priority research plans, approach for presenting status reports during the
16th ESV Conference, developing a common format (as applicable) for the research plans, and
clarification on operating procedures.

Last Meeting Minutes
Ms. O’Connor reviewed the May 7 minutes with the Committee.  The minutes were accepted

as written by the Committee without change.  Several Committee members noted that the transcript



from the May 8 Public Meeting contained some errors.  It was agreed that the Committee members
could suggest the  changes to the Transcript to accurately reflect what was said.  These changes are to
be submitted to Ms. O’Connor.  After receipt of all changes they will be incorporated in the NHTSA
Public Docket File.  Mr. Matsumoto noted that Japan had not received the materials from the May 7 &
8 meeting.  A copy of the material was given to Mr. Matsumoto during the meeting.

Industry Representation
After a lengthy discussion on how many, and at what level non-government participation should

be, the Steering Committee agreed to the following language with respect to non-government
participation on the Steering Committee and within the Working Groups.  This policy was agreed to
taking into consideration that some non-government technical contributors are already serving on
various Working Groups, that the Working Groups should be manageable in size, and that the process
should remain transparent.

Subject: Non-Government Representation on the IHRA Steering Committee and on
the IHRA Working Groups

On November 7, 1997 the IHRA Steering Committee adopted the following policy regarding
the subject:

STEERING COMMITTEE:
(1) Participation will consist of Government Representatives only from

participating Countries.

(2) To ensure transparency the Committee further agreed that:
(a)  minutes of the Steering Committee meetings will be placed in the NHTSA
Public Docket File,
(b) committee members will report on the deliberations of the Steering
Committee in appropriate forums within their own country/organization, and
(c)public meetings will be held to report on research and other matters as
needed.

WORKING GROUPS
(1) Non-government technical contributors permitted.

(2) The International Organization of Motor Vehicle Manufacturers (OICA)
should be charged with nominating industry technical contributors to the five
Working Groups.

(3) A letter be written to OICA notifying them of the Steering Committee’s
decisions.  This letter will serve as a response to OICA’s May 16, 1997,
request that an industry representative be permitted to attend the IHRA



Steering Committee Meetings as an observer.  In this letter, OICA will also be
asked to nominate a total of up to three representatives, one from each major
block -- Asia Pacific, Europe, and North America, to serve on each of the five
Working Groups.  OICA will be informed, in the same letter, of the industry
representatives currently serving on the Working Groups so that they may
either be regularized or alternate nominees be provided to serve on the
Working Groups.

(4) The Working Group Chairperson has the right to invite additional technical
contributors, as needed.   In the areas of Advanced Frontal and Vehicle
Compatibility, recommendations for additional technical contributors must be
done in consultation with the Lead Country/Organization.

LEAD COUNTRY STATUS REPORTS
(Copies of individual reports attached)

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) -- Dr. Ian Noy, Transport Canada, reported that the
Public Workshop and Working Group (WG) meetings which were held in Berlin, Germany, October
24 and 25, 1997, respectively, were productive and informative, but an agreed upon work plan had not
been fully developed.  He further stated that the ITS program is far more  complex than originally
thought, and the WG had difficultly focusing on the work plan due the complexity of the subject and
different view points.  Dr. Noy indicated that rather than trying to develop a process to evaluate
technology being developed by manufacturers, that the ITS WG would develop a process that can be
used as a guideline by manufacturers when producing advanced technology.  It is believed this is the
best approach as technology changes too rapidly to try and address guidelines for individual
components. He further stated that the burden of proof to ensure technology developed does not
degrade driver/vehicle safety should be placed on the manufacturers.  Dr. Owings asked Dr. Noy if
there were any major concerns in his WG.  Dr. Noy responded that he was concerned about the
willingness of members to devote resources above the WG is not clear, and that the Steering
Committee needs to address this issue.  Kare Rumar from Sweden stated that while the Steering
Committee cannot promise dollars, but good arguments can get the resources needed, and that is the
SC’s responsibility -- to make good arguments within their respective organizations to get the resources
required. 

Pedestrian Safety -- Mr. Kazuyoshi Matsumoto, Ministry of Transport, and Mr. Yoshiyuki Mizuno,
JASIC, reported that the first WG meeting, held July 15-16, 1997, in Tokyo, Japan, was productive.
Several key points include the accident analysis data should be available from each country next Spring,
the biomechanics dummy development needs several years, so its is advisable to start based on the
component tests that have been adopted by ISO and EEVC, the WG experts will meet approximately
twice a year and each country involved has been asked to host.  Mr. Matsumoto and Mr. Mizuno
asked the SC for a clarification on “passenger vehicles” as this was an outstanding issue within the WG. 
The Committee agreed to the following definition -- Vehicles weighing up to 10,000 lbs. (4500
kg) GVW and up to 9 passenger seating.  Dr. Friedel mentioned that there was some concern that



ACEA was negative on the Pedestrian Safety project.  Mr. Matsumoto and Mr. Mizuno, assured the
Committee that this matter was resolved during the meeting, but also stated that a re-emphasis by the
SC within the organizations/countries would be helpful.  It was further agreed that the Pedestrian
Project would be a vehicle based program rather than an educational program, however, both types of
data files would be examined.   Dr. Owings asked if there were any major concerns, of which two were
mentioned.  More time is needed to develop a program plan and it was critical that the countries
involved provide Japan with crash data. 

Biomechanics -- Dr. Joseph Kanianthra, NHTSA presented the report for the United States.  The
first meeting was held on September 22, 1997, in Hanover, Germany.   During this meeting, the WG
group agreed on the six research areas -- frontal impact, side impact, whiplash, child dummies, data
harmonization and exchange, and computer modeling.  Dr. Kanianthra asked the SC for approval to
add side impact as it was not part of the original IHRA plan.  The SC had no objection to adding side
impact as part of IHRA.   Dr. Kanianthra provided the Committee with a Biomechanics program
development plan and asked that countries volunteer to take responsibility for items of specific interest
to them outlined in the plan.  No decision were made during the meeting, but the SC agreed to study
the document further and provide feedback.  Dr. Kanianthra further stated that a detailed program plan
would be developed after reviewing input from other countries.

Advanced Frontal -- Dr. Claudio Lomonaco, Italian Ministry of Transport, reported that the first WG
meeting took place in Rome, Italy, September 29, 1997.  Three major program goals were set for the
WG -- Presentation of the first report which will contain the necessary research and the program plan
focused on the technical standard of frontal crash protection at the 16th ESV Conference, completion
of the technical standard project and validation program by the end of 1999 or early 2000, and
reporting the research findings at the 17th ESV Conference.  During this meeting is was also agreed
there are two main developing activities currently underway.  In Europe the Parliament has given
mandate to the EEVC to review the present Directive on Frontal Collision, and in the US the Congress
has given mandate to NHTSA to go through a short/medium term activity to explain the feasibility of
amending FMVSS 208 to harmonize it with the European standard.  A longer term activity is also
underway to develop a specific US frontal impact test.  Dr. Lomonaco also stated there are other
interested delegations within the EU/DG and the possibility of some opposition.  Mr. Lomonaco
requested the participation of  Japan and Australia in the various tasks of the research program.  Japan
stated they would need to confer with their authorities and get back to Mr. Lomonaco and also inform
the United States IHRA Secretariat.  Australia agreed to participate as indicated on the full report
attached.  The next WG meeting is tentatively scheduled to take place in Madrid in January.  Dr.
Friedel requested that the WG status report be clarified in the Presentation of the Research Activities so
there would not be confusion relative to the EEVC work and the EURO NCAP program.  Also, Dr.
Friedel will check on the status of Mr. Hobbs as a delegate to the WG.

Vehicle Compatibility -- Mr. Keith Rodgers, Department of Transport, United Kingdom gave the
status report.  Two WG meetings have taken place in June and October 1997 respectively, with a third
meeting planned for Madrid in January.  Not all countries have identified delegates to serve on this WG. 
Mr. Rodgers encouraged those not currently represented to notify him of the names of the delegates to



serve on the WG.  Thus far the group has examined research activities taking place in different countries
and it appears as though the United States has a more extensive research activity underway on this
topic compared to the European countries.  It was also noted that vehicle fleet mix will be an issue to
deal within the group.  Problem identification is currently a problem for the WG. The group is currently
developing a work plan, and Mr. Rodgers believes the US FE modeling which is being made public will
help with the program.  Mr. Rodgers noted that there appears to be duplication of efforts between the
IHRA activity and the EEVC WG 15 research  which is also examining Vehicle Compatibility.  EEVC
by-laws prohibit non-member active participation.  Mr. Rodgers has requested the EEVC’s approval
to hold three meetings to alleviate the duplication problem -- a closed meeting of the EEVC WG15, an
open joint meeting with EEVC WG15 and the IHRA WG and a closed meeting of IHRA WG.  He is
currently awaiting approval from the EEVC.   Mr. Rodgers was requested to expand/clarify in the full
status report the EEVC WG15 representation.  Mr. Seyer indicated that Australia had funding for
vehicle compatibility but to date no decision has been made as to where or how the resources would be
used. 

Functional Equivalency (FEQ) -- Ms. Linda O’Connor, Dr. Joseph Kanianthra, and Mr. Keith
Seyer presented the FEQ status report.  Ms. O’Connor gave a brief history of actions taken to date,
including the last meeting in which the SC agreed to defer making a decision on forming a working
group until the Steering Committee meeting on November 7.  It was further explained that the process
developed in concert with Australia was not intended to circumvent any other activities taking place
internationally in the area of functional equivalency.  The objectives of bringing FEQ to the attention of
the SC at this meeting, was to get it accepted by the IHRA SC if it was deemed appropriate, try to
answer any technical questions, and have the item removed from the agenda.   The United States has
now been petitioned under its rulemaking process to make a determination of FEQ on several of its
motor vehicle regulations.  The U.S. will shortly be publishing an amendment to Part 572 of its CFR to
incorporate the FEQ Process and the use of this process to make in determining FEQ.  The Steering
Committee, having offered no comments on the process which was announced in November 1996 to
the SC, rendered the decision that FEQ should not be included as part of IHRA, that an international
working group and the resources necessary to establish such a group should not be formed, and that
FEQ should no longer be part of IHRA.  This recommendation was approved by the Steering
Committee.  The Steering Committee did not approve nor did they disapprove the discussion paper
and proposed process prepared by the U.S. and Australia.

16th ESV Conference -- Ms. O’Connor provided the Committee with an update on the record
number of abstracts received for the Conference -- 300, that the letters notifying the authors were sent
the week of November 2, for the first time Poster Sessions will be incorporated into the Conference,
and the IHRA status reports will be the first report presented at the appropriate technical sessions.  The
lead countries were asked if they were planning to hold WG meetings during the conference time
period, and to notify Ms. O’Connor as soon as possible so Canada may make the appropriate
arrangements.  Mr. Rodgers responded that his WG would be meeting but arrangements had been
made to hold the meeting at a location other than the Conference site. 

Work Plans -- Dr. Owings made a recommendation that where possible, the IHRA status



reports/work plans should share a common format.  It was further suggested and agreed that the Status
Reports will be prepared by the lead countries and forwarded to the United States by March 31, 1998. 
The SC will review the documents and e-mail or fax any comments to the U.S. by April 15, 1998. 

SC Minutes --  It was also agreed that the minutes of this meeting will be circulated to the SC
members for review and comments.  That comments must be received by the IHRA Secretariat within
one week after receipt.

Next Meeting -- It was agreed the next Steering Committee meeting will be held in Windsor, Canada,
Sunday May 31, 1998, from 12:00 - 4:00 p.m.  The U.S. will host a working lunch.

Prepared by Date:
Linda L. O’Connor, IHRA Secretariat
































































































































